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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to a Pre-Appeal Conference filed January 16, 2006. The 
previous rejection has been withdrawn and prosecution will be reopened. Claims 1-17,19-29,31-49,51-52 
are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 33-49,51-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

3. Claim 33 recites the limitation "the code" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

4. Claim 40 recites the limitation "the code" in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 45 recites the limitation "the code" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 49 recites the limitation "the code" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-3,5-11,21-25,33-35,37-43, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Berenson et al. (US 2001/0049617), herein referred to as Berenson. 

As per claims 1 ,21 ,33, Berenson discloses a system implemented by a wireless device to provide 
information on a scheduled event in a person information manager (PIM) application, wherein the 
wireless device performs: 

receiving a code associated with a promoted event sponsored by a third party entity (see page 2, 
paragraph [0027]); 

transmitting the received code to a server including a calendar database for the user of the 
transmitting wireless device including scheduled event records, wherein the server maintains an 
association of promoted event codes with third party entities sponsoring the promoted events (see page 2 
paragraph [0029]); 

receiving from the server a scheduled event record including information on the promoted event 
associated with the code (see page 2, paragraph [0029]); and 

rendering calendar information at the wireless device including information on the scheduled 
event included in the scheduled event record (see page 4, paragraph [0045]). 

As per claims 2,34, Berenson further discloses that the code is entered via a user input 
mechanism on the wireless device (see page 2, paragraph [0027]). 

As per claims 3,35, Berenson further discloses that the code is transmitted to the wireless device 
via a wireless transmission medium (see page 4, paragraph [0045]). 

As per claims 5,22,37, Berenson further discloses that the scheduled event record comprises a 
shadowed scheduled event record, wherein information on the shadowed scheduled event is displayed 
with the calendar information at the wireless device as a non-committed event (see page 2, paragraph 
[0024]). 

As per claims 6,38, Berenson further discloses that the code is transmitted to the server in 
response to the user input at the wireless device (see page 2, paragraph [0027]). 
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As per claims 7,39, Berenson further discloses receiving a plurality of codes associated with 
promoted events sponsored by at least one third party entity, wherein transmitting the code to the server 
comprises transmitting the plurality of codes, wherein receiving the scheduled event record from the 
server further comprises receiving one scheduled event record for each transmitted code, and wherein 
rendering calendar information at the wireless device including information on the scheduled event 
comprises rendering information on scheduled events for the received scheduled event records (see 
page 2, paragraphs [0027,0029]). 

As per claims 8,23,40, Berenson discloses a system implemented by a server to provide 
schedule events for users of wireless devices, wherein the wireless devices are capable of displaying 
calendar information on scheduled events, comprising: 

maintaining an association of codes with promoted events sponsored by third party entities (see 
page 2, paragraph [0024]); 

receiving a code associated with on promoted event sponsored by one third party entity 
transmitted from the wireless device (see page 2, paragraph [0027]); 

determining a scheduled event record including information on the promoted event corresponding 
to the received code (see page 3, paragraph [0030]); and 

transmitting the determined scheduled event record to the wireless device that transmitted the 
code, wherein the wireless device is capable of rendering calendar information including information on 
the scheduled event included in the transmitted scheduled event record (see page 2, paragraph [0029]). 

As per claims 9,41, Berenson further discloses providing a data structure including a plurality of 
codes and associating with each code one scheduled event record, wherein determining the scheduled 
event record corresponding to the received code comprises searching the data structure for one code 
matching the received code' transmitted from the wireless device and the associated scheduled event 
record (see page 2, paragraph [0027]). 

As per claims 10,24,42, Berenson further discloses that a plurality of codes are received from the , 
wireless device and one determined scheduled event record for each code is transmitted to the wireless 
device transmitting the plurality of codes (see page 2, paragraph [0027]). 
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As per claims 1 1 ,25,43, Berenson further discloses that schedule event records and codes are 
provided for different event promoters (see page 2, paragraph [0020]). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 4 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Berenson as 
applied to claims 3 and 35 above, and further in view of Extended Systems ("IrDA versus Bluetooth: A 
Complementary Comparison"). 

Although the system disclosed by Berenson shows a code transmitted to a wireless device, 
transmitted from the wireless device.to the server, it fails to disclose that the code is rendered at the 
wireless device automatically without any intervening user action. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Berenson, as evidenced by Extended Systems. 

In an analogous art, Extended Systems disclose methods of communicating by wireless 
transmission further showing that it would have been obvious to allow a code rendered at a wireless 
device automatically without any intervening user action (see page 4, paragraph 2, where information is 
extended between two devices without user intervention). 

Given the teaching of Extended Systems, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have 
readily recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Berenson by employing data transmission 
without any intervening user action, such as disclosed by Extended Systems, in order to allow a user to 
synchronize a handheld device with another computer without having to utilize messy cords. 
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1 1 . Claims 1 2,26,44, are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Berenson as 
applied to claims 1 1 ,25,43, above, and further in view of Ciarlante et al. (US 6,532,488). 

As per claims 12,26,44, although the system disclosed by Berenson shows making scheduled 
event records for the promoter available to wireless devices in response to transmissions of the code 
associated with the scheduled event record (see page 2, paragraph [0029]), it fails to disclose charging a 
fee to the event promoter to include one scheduled event record in the data structure. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Berenson, as evidenced by Ciarlante et al. 

In an analogous art, Ciarlante et al. disclose a host server connected to different independent 
software vendors, which provide applications to the host server, which are available for use by clients. 
Ciarlante further discloses charging a fee to the independent software vendors for hosting the software 
made available to the clients (see column 12, lines 36-45). 

Given the teaching of Ciarlante et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Berenson by employing a charging system for 
utilizing a hosting system, such as disclosed by Ciarlante, in order for a hosting system to profit off 
independent vendors to use the portal to the vendors that the hosting system provides. 

12. Claims 13-17,20,27-29,32,45-49,52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Berenson (US 2001/0049617), herein referred to as Berenson, and further in view of Myllymaki et al. 
(US 2002/01 181 18), herein referred to as Myllymaki. 

As per claims 13,27,45 Berenson discloses a system implemented by a wireless device to 
provide information on a scheduled event to a personal information manager (PIM) application, wherein 
the wireless device performs: 

receiving a scheduled event record including information on a scheduled event transmitted from a 
transmitter system for a promoted event sponsored by a third party entity including at least one scheduled 
event record (see page 2, paragraph [0024]); 
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rendering calendar information at the wireless device including information on the promoted event 
included in the scheduled event record (see page 4, paragraph [0045]); and 

transmitting the scheduled event record for the promoted event to a server including a calendar 
database for the user of the transmitting wireless device including scheduled event records, wherein the 
server stores the transmitted scheduled event record for the promoted event with the calendar database 
records for the user of the wireless device (see page 3, paragraph [0030]). 

Although the system disclosed by Berenson shows substantial features of the claimed invention 
(discussed above), it fails to disclose that the receiving of a scheduled event record is done when the 
wireless device is within a broadcast range of the transmitter system. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Berenson, as evidenced by Myllymaki. 

In an analogous art, Myllymaki discloses a scheduling system that sends notices of promoted 
events when a device is in proximity to an event (see Fig. 3). 

Given the teaching of Myllymaki, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Berenson by employing an event notification 
based on location data, such as disclosed by Myllymaki, in order to deliver local events that may be 
interesting to the user. 

As per claims 14,46, Berenson in view of Myllymaki further discloses receiving user input to 
accept the scheduled event record, wherein information on the scheduled event in the scheduled event 
record is rendered with calendar information and wherein the scheduled event record is transmitted to the 
server to include in the calendar database for the user of the wireless device after receiving the user input 
to accept the scheduled event record (see Berenson page 3, paragraph [0032]). 

As per claims 15,28,32,47 Berenson in view of Myllymaki further discloses receiving a list of 
scheduled events for promoted events from at least one third party entity from the transmitter system (see 
page 2, paragraph [0021]); 

receiving user input selecting at least one of the scheduled events on the list for one promoted 
event (see Berenson page 2, paragraph [0024]); and 
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transmitting information on the selected at least one schedule event to the transmitter system, 
wherein receiving the scheduled event record further comprises receiving one scheduled event record for 
each selected scheduled event (see Berenson page 2, paragraph [0029]). 

As per claims 16,48, Berenson in view of Myllymaki further discloses that rendering the calendar 
information at the wireless device further comprises rendering information on the scheduled event 
included in each received scheduled event record, and wherein transmitting the scheduled event to the 
server further comprises transmitting each scheduled event to the server (see Berenson page 2, 
paragraph [0024]). 

As per claims 17,29,49, Berenson in view of Myllymaki disclose a system implemented by a 
transmitter for transmitting information on scheduled events, comprising: 

providing information on at least one scheduled event record, wherein each scheduled event 
record includes information on a scheduled promoted event sponsored by an event promoter (see 
Berenson page 2, paragraph [0021]); and 

transmitting the at least one scheduled event record for at least one promoted event sponsored 
by at least one event promoter to wireless devices within a broadcast range of the location transmitter 
(see Myllymaki Fig. 3), wherein the wireless device adds the scheduled event record to calendar 
information for the wireless device user (see Berenson page 2, paragraph [0027]). 

As per claims 20,52 Berenson in view of Myllymaki further disclose transmitting a list of 
scheduled promoted events from at least one event promoter (see Berenson page 2, paragraph [0021]); 

receiving, from the wireless device, user input indicating selection of at least one of the scheduled 
promoted events on the list (see Berenson page 2, paragraph [0024]); and 

transmitting the scheduled event record for each selected scheduled event to the wireless device 
from which user input was received (see Berenson page 2, paragraph [0029]). 

1 3. Claims 1 9,31 ,51 , are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Berenson in 
view of Myllymaki as applied to claims 17,29,49, above, and further in view of Ciarlante et al. (US 
6,532,488). 
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As per claims 1 9,31 ,51 , although the system disclosed by Berenson in view of Myllymaki shows 
making scheduled event records for the promoter available to wireless devices in response to 
transmissions of the code associated with the scheduled event record (see Berenson page 2, paragraph 
[0029]), it fails to disclose that the event promoter charges a fee to have broadcasted scheduled event 
records. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Berenson in view of Myllymaki, as evidenced by Ciarlante et al. 

In an analogous art, Ciarlante et al. disclose a host server connected to different independent 
software vendors, which provide applications to the host server, which are available for use by clients. 
Ciarlante further discloses charging a fee to the independent software vendors for hosting the software 
made available to the clients (see column 12, lines 36-45). 

Given the teaching of Ciarlante et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Berenson in view of Myllymaki by employing a 
charging system for utilizing a hosting system, such as disclosed by Ciarlante, in order for a hosting 
system to profit off independent vendors to use the portal to the vendors that the hosting system provides. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Philip J. Chea whose telephone number is 571-272-3951 . The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F 7:00-4:30 (1st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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